Abstract. The fate of Marxism in the Soviet Union and the people's democracies as the former's extension owing to post-WWII occupation was from the beginning sealed by Bolshevism, that is, the politico-ideological domination and use of the scholarly domain as well, made to self-close in a merely justifi catory role. There may have been attempts at opening, even if only conceivable within-i.e. preserving at the same time-this framework function. In the present conspectus, the limiting positions are occupied by the Soviet Union and the German Democratic Republic, completed by after-1968 Czechoslovakia, as well as Yugoslavia and pre-1968 Czechoslovakia, representing the substitute-to-religion dogmatic side, exclusively politically motivated in the former and subordinated to a humanising tendency in the latter case, on the one hand, and Poland, dedicated to a purely analytical approach, in which Marxism has simply no relevance, on the other. Hungary, treated in an earlier paper by the author, was in-between, taking Marxism seriously but mostly as a methodology, and thereby able to foster live debates. All that notwithstanding, there has been quite a few progressive moves also in Romania and Bulgaria in this specifi c academic fi eld. Turning topoi of the discussions were, chronologically but recurrent transubstantiatedly, the exclusivity of Vyshinsky's socialist normativism, the consequences ensuing from the law's superstructural nature, the discontinuity vs. continuity of law in historical development, and, in the background, the dilemma of the ontological/epistemological understanding of Marxism, the latter standing for a rigid Leninist reducibility of law to its material substratum as the product of sheer refl ection, and the former enabling to develop the law's relative autonomy as in Lukács' posthumous ontology. On the fi nal analysis, all these forced paths made a whole region's efforts to be belated as compared to international developments, the fact notwithstanding those outstanding achievements were born especially on the fi elds of legal ontology and sociology, as well as the legal methodology and particularly that of the comparison of laws.
In contrast to all this, in Central and Eastern Europe proper, 2 prior to the ideological Gleichschaltung carried out in the wake of the Muscovite territorial and political conquest after World War II, a variety of local versions was cultivated: neo-Kantianism was discussed everywhere in the region (to the West from the Baltic countries and from Bulgaria/Romania, in the vast area of German cultural infl uence), complemented by French institutionalism and solidarity theory (mostly in the Francophone Balkans). Mention is also to be made of the psychological trends (e.g. Leon Petrazycki) mainly in St. Petersburg and the sociological theories of Russian scholars formulated in the course of their emigration (e.g. Pitirim A. Sorokin and Georges Gurvitch, who once edited an independent Russian journal of jurisprudence during their interim period of voluntary exile in Riga). 3 Amidst such active professional lives, Budapest could not gain a central role compared, for instance, to Brno-with František Weyr and his journal 4 -, which provided the internationally acknowledged second most signifi cant workshop of Hans Kelsen's Viennese normativism. At the same time, however, besides Leon Petrazycki's foundation of a new school after he had returned to Warsaw, Budapest and Szeged in Hungary also worked their way up to be equal partners to the Vienna school of positivism.
Stalinism and Post-Stalinism
The world-revolutionary imperial attitude of the Soviet Moloch evoked similar reactions on behalf of its Cold War adversaries. As a consequence, Western and Atlantic literature, in a way typical of big powers' politicised attitudes, identifi ed Soviet legal theory with anything of Socialism's Marxism 5 -practically all along. 6 encouraging religious and national sentiments. Meanwhile, however, he rigorously kept basic strategy unchanged in view of preventing any concession from spreading over to ideological areas, compromising his terroristic rule.
2 For an overall-but sketchy-survey of the entire region, spanning over their whole modern period of one the the half centuries, see Varga, Cs.: Philosophy of Law in Central and Eastern Europe: A Sketch of History. Acta Juridica Hungarica, 41 (2000) , 17-25. 3 Zakon i sud: Vestnik Russkogo iuridicheskogo obshchestva [Statute and court: Review of the Russian legal community].
[Riga] I-VIII (1929) (1930) (1931) (1932) (1933) (1934) (1935) (1936) (1937) (1938) . [Reprint: Riga, 2000.] 4 Internationale Zeitschrift für die Theorie des Rechts [Brünn] , I-XII (1926 I-XII ( -1938 . Cf. also <http://cs.wikipedia.org/wiki/František_Weyr_(právník)>. Beograd, 1954 . [reprint: Beograd, 1995 , followed a most severly dogmatic path.
Separation from Vyshinsky's Theory
It is illustrative of the force of Soviet homogenisation that Vyshinsky's so-called Socialist normativism, 7 a positivist extremity with the underlying doctrine of arbitrary will (ideologised as transforming the "objective" necessities of the economic basis into the state's legal superstructure) remained uncriticisable, free from any frontal attack for a long period.
8 Even after his personal downfall, rather than being verbally contradicted, it was only challenged indirectly and sideways, à propos of an apparently peripheral issue, formulated in the manner of an offi cious follower's zealous humility. Notably, it was questioned: how much is a norm's legal quality affected if it would not result in a jural relation-no matter how partial the fi eld and exceptional the occurrence is.
9 As dams are likely to burst at a minor crack or mole-hill, it was such an innocent and marginal query into which the until then suppressed dilemmas of the acceptability of judicial law making and the legal nature of customary law-along with the justifi ability of a sociological approach and the recognition of values as external yardsticks-did in fact stream.
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No one may dare to claim that legal thinking could have taken a different path. Albeit there was no expressed political manifestation to force implementation of Vyshinsky's doctrine in Hungary, still the neophytes' political oversensitivity in making the domestic scene harmonised could result in a local variant and nothing else. Only the residue of some critical details allowed methodological supplements and additions that were able to build in some potential for transcendence in the long run. R.S.S. (1917-1953 
From Ideological Self-closing to Apparently Scholarly Opening
The instances that can be presented for an overview organised by countries representing characteristic attitudes 11 provide a telling example of switches between extremities. As to ideologically thoroughly closed societies, a strict functional division prevailed in the German Democratic Republic. It separated-both institutionally and bibliographically, that is, in view of researchers' and researches' profi les, library collections, and the passes permitting access thereto-the building of Socialism (allowing nothing but Socialist works for inspiration), on the one hand, from the criticism of "Imperialism", on the other. Only the latter justifi ed the study of "bourgeois" literature, and only with the aim of "annihilating" it. Accordingly, thinking about Western sources from the end of 19th century (including Max Weber, of course) was short-cut by their being castigated as "the enemy", without the chance of being considered as a referential impetus for building Socialism.
In the Soviet Union (where, for a long while, the Hungarian Imre Szabó was the only jurist member of the Soviet Academy of Sciences after Vyshinsky's death in 1953)-anything of Western literature being scarce and practically unavailable, and, moreover, regarded as irrelevant to progressive thought (the way in which Cyrillic script separates from Latin culture)-, no formal division was institutionalised. According to the well-established practice, monographs prepared within the confi nes of the Institute of State and Law of the Soviet Academy of Sciences [Институт государства и права Академии Наук СССР] did entail rare historical and contemporary references to Western literature (mostly as embellishment, without any serious intention of analysis or debate, and taken from a rather meagre choice, merely to subject them to superfi cial rejection by some catchphrases), 12 upon the basis of a Socialist comparative platform (with a mere glance at theory and practice in the so-called peoples' democracies), that is, only to serve as a far-away memento of scholarly ideals.
After the intervention in 1968, in Czechoslovakia's law libraries only sources in Slavic languages remained freely available in addition to domestic publications (e.g. even from Hungary, mostly titles published in Russian were available).
As to Romania and Bulgaria, no offi cial discrimination was present, since overall poverty had already resulted in the practical lack of either Western resources or non-Marxist literature. So anything diverting from Balkans-style Socialism could provide additional colours at the most, without genuinely expanding the fi eld of topical discussion.
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In fact, it was only Yugoslavia and (especially the Czech and Moravian areas of) pre-1968 Czechoslovakia that could present a visible exception, with Marxism cultivated by 11 Cf., as a bibliographical background material, Knapp, V.: La philosophie du droit dans les pays Socialistes. In: Klibansky, R. (ed.): Contemporary Philosophy. A Survey. Firenze, 1971. 156-169. 12 For example Tumanov, V. A.: Contemporary Anti-Marxism and the Theory of Law. Soviet Law and Government, 8 (1969) 1, 3-20. 13 Except for some theoretical and critical papers written by A. M. Naschitz with a passion of radicalism yet preserving theoretical ambitions all along, e.g. Critica unei »critici« burgheze a teoriei marxist-leniniste a statului şi dreptului: cu priviere la lucrările lui H. scholarly ambition. However, even this school of thought was not ready for confrontation with open-ended competition. Scholars concentrated all their efforts on building up a genuinely Marxian theory seen as its renewal (as theoretical pluralism within Marxism was accepted there in view of fostering internal debates), as a genuine "renaissance of Marxism". Hence, they needed nothing specifi c besides Western Marxism. In total, however, by rejecting external criticism and building from inside exclusively, they proved to be far more unyielding and dogmatic than their Soviet forerunners did. 14 This is why true openness could be encountered in Poland alone. There, in a successful continuation of local tradition as to psychological, logical and analytical directions, conceptual analysis was given priority in both social theory and sociology, as well as in political science and jurisprudence. As a consequence, Marxism itself as a per defi nitionem ideological and policy-oriented approach was excluded from the competing approaches that required exactness in cool detachment as a scientifi c ideal. As a perhaps paradoxical aftereffect, theoretical jurisprudence there became increasingly sterile and at the same time irrelevant to public debates. Having transformed into a local school or branch of the then mainstream Western European and mainly Anglo-American analytical-conceptual directions, Polish legal theorising narrowed down, with practically nothing locally timely to say-in addition to suffering self-closure in professionalism, being only preoccupied with itself. Unlike in Hungary, Polish Communist party rank-and-fi le university staff was often the force cultivating legal theory, like conceptual mathematics at a high intellectual level, when jurisprudence proper was at stake, and who used Marxism without much critical distance when theorising departed from sheer legal conceptuality to arrive at fi elds marked by class struggle ideology, especially in the theory of the state. In such a strange symbiosis, Marxism could return to becoming overtly predominant, at least in the sense that for issues where the subject concerned was manifested as an aspect of power, in a political context, or as ideology and/or social practice (e.g. legal policy or law on the state and state administration), Marxism still prevailed full-fl edged, all liberal appearances notwithstanding. 15 14 There were exceptions nevertheless. These included the integral publication of T. Živanović's non-Marxist oeuvre-Sistem sintetičke fi lozofi je prava [The system of a synthetical philosophy of law]. I-III. Belgrad, 1922 Belgrad, , 1951 Belgrad, , 1959 Weinberger's stand of a revolutionising forceDie Sollsatzproblematik in der modernen Logik. Praha, 1958-which, stirring up huge debates even with its repercussions, pointed out that ought-propositions are not cognitive categories and, therefore, are not to be characterised by either truth or falsity. By the way, it is just this sensitive issue that became the critical test of the Leninian so-called refl ection theory all through the Socialist world. Unfortunately for Hungary, 16 the country did not have any comparable social scientifi c tradition. A fundamentalist past that had once used axiological approaches in building up feasible teleologies was bound to return again. All in all, there were theoretical manifestations with diverse stands and approaches (including international trends domesticated and alternatively formulated), only to collide both excitingly and edifyingly within the all-covering umbrella of Marxism. The play was often on an ideological razor's edge. There is no need to emphasise that this involved risks, but it was usually done in a way that carried timely messages for society (even if indecipherably sometimes, when they were over-coded by caution). 17 Appearing explicitly dramatic at times, it guaranteed both the weight and seriousness of theoretical issues with a direct impact upon society, not infrequently stirring up wide intellectual circles and public opinion as well.
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From Political Ideology to Genuine Scholarship
Thereby an exceptional balance could be achieved in Hungary through the parallel fulfi lment of expectations representing two extremes in apparent mutual exclusion of one another. For in this Soviet world empire, the actual choice ranged from 16 For the overview's Hungarian part in details, cf. Varga, Cs.: Philosophising on Law under the Umbrella of Marxism in Hungary. Acta Juridica Hungarica, 53 (2012), 265-286. 17 In Hungary, it was by no mere chance, therefore, that besides Hegel, Thomas Mann became the stylistic ideal, as a prerequisite of survival, for the theoreticians at the Institute for Legal Studies of the Academy of Sciences. Thanks to this, censors of the Communist Party central cultural bureau (headed by György Aczél and contributed to by, among others, Ildikó Lendvai, later faction leader, then president, of the Socialist Party that governed the country for twelve years since the fall of Communism in 1990) preferred in fact withdrawing us from their range of actual control to bothering with our overcomplicated abstractions. At the same time, for the Institute staff, any participation in debates in the public fora of journalism was strictly prohibited, as the only available means of corporate self-defence from political control. 18 As to Hungary, research in the law on the state by, e.g. Ottó Bihari and István Kovács, were often in the focus of international press interest-true, not without political overtones but still within a scientifi c context. Owing to his commitment to modernisation and wide personal reputation in sociology, pieces by Kálmán Kulcsár were much sought-after in the broadest intellectual circles. Remarkably, although the Polish pattern inspired many contemporaries struggling for their way on more diffi cult paths 25 and impressed them with the promise of safety closed in positivism and the ethical quality of the stance eventually taken, its fi nal achievement, permeated with the ideal of some "self-interested scholarship", proved to be of a dubious value. For its cultivation consumed its initial energies. Opposed to Muscovitism without any social embedment of its own, it withdrew to the status of a specimen of West-inspired counter-epigonism, confi ned to peripheral stakelessness.
For, at a time when ambitions to scholarly autonomy were to be appreciated properly, debates generated at the price of hard labour under repressed conditions could nevertheless lead to individualistic paths beaten successfully-even if contradictorily, but in a way best suited to their underlying conditions. "For-as noticed earlier 26 -, despite being disabled and hamstringed, the greatest available variety of trends of thought could evolve in our country under the order superimposed on us from above both as a strait-jacket and as a protective shield; moreover, there was not one of these designated as a focus from which one had to step out and back, in contrast to Hartianism as a compulsory garment in the otherwise most liberal Great Britain."
Just to recall few examples from countries with limited favourable conditions: the locally important Romanian programme announcement 27 or the Bulgarian and Romanian debates on legal continuity 28 -albeit scarcely transcending the intellectual level of the Hungarian debate a decade earlier, i.e. at Stalinism's peak-were proved defi nitely most inspiring by their impacts on their respective environments. Or, the Yugoslav and pre-1968 Czechoslovakian debates conducted under the pretext of "humanising" Marxism could eventually only contribute to the 25 Polish theoretical legal thought in general and Ota Weinberger's logical-cybernetic path in Prague in particular had a rather attractive call in Hungary. It is by no means mere chance that I published two dozen review articles on Polish books during that period while I dedicated hardly half a dozen reviews to all other Socialist titles. Cf further survival of the hegemony of Marxism.
29 Nevertheless, they did open gaps and break splits in a monolith such that new trends were introduced and antagonisms revealed, in addition to the very fact that debates had occurred, generated in a more or less academic manner. Through accumulation, they sowed the seeds of later development.
Otherwise speaking, Polish works-remarkable scholarly achievements-may have happened to presume less courage than apparently poor Romanian or Albanian ones. There were in fact also monographic accomplishments of standing academic import in East Germany, the Soviet Union or Romania. All in all, the Socialist output touched on foundational issues of the philosophy and methodology of jurisprudence in general, 30 and of legal logic, 31 cybernetics 32 and further key topics 33 in particular, in addition to local 29 It was by no mere chance that the Budapest school of Lukács' disciples (Ágnes Heller, György Márkus, Ferenc Fehér, and so on), media favourites for international leftist progressives of the age, joined unconditionally in these trends. In legal theory, this was represented by the new dogmatism in Yugoslavia and sporadically cultivated in Czechoslovakia. By contrast, this had no professional echo at all in Hungary despite a few accidental references by Vilmos Peschka, who was motivated by a moral espousal of a trend offi cially rejected. 
sociological-ethnographical descriptions
34 and the history of relevant ideas. 35 There were also initiatives breaking new paths worthy of international attention, like Anita M. Naschitz's attempt to found the Marxist variant of axiology and natural law 36 and Maria Borucka Arctowa's efforts, providing, for ever-changing law, a quasi natural-law foundation by defi ning life conditions in society that can be taken as minimum and optimum at the same time. 37 
Socialist Jurisprudence Recognised Internationally as an Independent Trend
Owing to some internationally renowned prominent representatives (such as Imre Szabó, Viktor Knapp 38 and Hermann Klenner 39 ), Socialism's Marxism eventually legitimated its existence as a trend of legal theorising acknowledged worldwide. 40 However, as a counterbalance (by marking its almost exclusive political acceptance) the Western Cold War practice also continued. Separated from Western Marxism, Western interest in regional theoretical developments remained unduly selective, in striking disrespect of the genuine merits of scholarly achievement. Only Soviet and ideologically biased authors could come into its focus. Authors like Kerimov, 41 Tumanov, Nedbailo and others, or 46 or the theoretically founded and sophisticatedly developed reinstitutionalisation of legal sociology in the Socialist orbit by Kálmán Kulcsár. 47 Other examples include the legal philosophy that Vilmos Peschka dogma-critically developed from the tenets of Marxism using Hegel and Lukács as bipolar frames, or the re-introduction of legal comparatism with theoretical foundations and methodological outlines on its Socialist specifi cities, 48 extended to the whole region, by Imre Szabó and Zoltán Péteri 49 and-at last but not least-the historico-comparative private-law elaboration of Gyula Eörsi, formulating pioneering recognitions, rich in insights of a thought-provoking depth, testifying to an imposingly profound erudition. 50 
Alongside with Western Trends
An integration that may ensure the place of legal philosophising within the orbit of Socialism's Marxism as one of the internationally renowned contemporary trends, each of them serving as the imprint of underlying cultural aspirations with the potential of equal representation in scholarship, may have been a great advance indeed. In addition to Hungary's launch of a new school of theoretical legal thought-in which Szabó (all along regarded as an equal partner in science-political games) had still preserved his authority both formally and informally notwithstanding the fact that in legal philosophy it was Peschka, and in legal sociology, Kulcsár, who marked Socialism's Marxism as a professional direction in law-, the accomplishments made in Poland and pre-1968 Prague were equally worthy of recognition. 51 All this could not change the mainstream, of course. The political treatment of anything of Marxism in the Soviet Union and the German Democratic Republic was still not capable of transcending the horizons drawn by "class struggle" and "ideological combat" against the phenomena of "anti-Marxism". At the same time, some divisions began to mark the scene. First of all, authors independent of Marxism won international fame (foremost Jerzy Wróblewski, followed-to a much lesser extent, due to his 'detours' in political science-by Kazimierz Opałek and-although not competing with the former in productivity or ingenuity, yet remaining the most spiritually intact of them-Zygmunt Ziembiński), in company with survivors who had never been Marxists themselves as, for instance, the Moravian Ota Weinberger. Curiously enough, some magisterial oeuvres of Socialism's Marxism (such as the ones by Peschka and Kulcsár, the Polish Stanisław Ehrlich 56 -with a wide reputation already in political sociology-and Gerhard Haney 57 -perhaps with less outstanding and lasting personal accomplishments yet standing out from the East German bloc with his unconditional humanism) could join the former, as entitled to equal respect. Those emerging by unfolding research as independent authors could also awaken international attention.
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In Parallel with »Bourgeois« Trends
Thereby, a kind of natural co-existence started to be welcome again in both international co-operation 59 and national self-representation 60 -with only the Soviets, East Germans, post-1968 Czechoslovakians, Bulgarians and Romanians remaining outside, persisting with confrontation without critical depth.
61 As a memento of Soviet imperialism, the Baltic countries remained a still unknown dark spot on the map of Europe. Their local literature could not even pass the internal Soviet borders, and their representatives were excluded even from Socialist internationalism. 62 As to Albania, even textbooks remained unknown. Providing elementary information, its Tirana-based journal Drejtësia Popullore [People's law] had a table of contents in French, and library research could fi nd some referencesespecially to crime-prevention and vendetta-in Kosovo's Serbian language literature.
An Own Trend
Despite any emphatically independent presence, 63 the past still haunts us. Until the Cold War's complete end, each step forward, independent of whether or not it was promising in itself, remained Janus-faced and ambivalent. For instance, the co-operative acknowledgement of the intellectual output of the region at once became devalued by the Realpolitik of a world split into two, which perceived the Soviet Union as the sole representative of Socialism for the Western academic community, thereby also discouraging exactly the creative and reformatory innovations, achieved at the price of great risk, in the Socialist bloc's inner and outer peripheries, to such a degree that the issue had to be raised whether or not any respect could be achieved for immanent scholarly values in a world so politically torn apart. Or, otherwise formulated, whether or not this is the over-politicised and simplifying way of thinking, characteristic of great powers, that may have also captivated the free world's scholarship to such a degree that this could deform it into one of the last buttresses of the world's bipolar division by dedicating all their interest to the Soviets, leaving unnoticed achievements in Central Europe, a bloc of some one hundred million inhabitants. Moscow, 1983. 62 The richness of the problems covered by their literature during the Soviet period became cognisable only afterwards, insofar as this can be judged at all from the few hundred multiplied specimens of their publications in the Russian language that could, after independence was regained, become available in Hungarian libraries (due to my initiative and thanks to the libraries of the University of Tartu and the Latvian Academy of Sciences in Riga). For, during the Soviet era, neither the world's richest specialised collection at the Leyden Institute of Socialist Law nor the legendarily richest-in-its-Baltic-profi le private library of Professor Dietrich A. Loeber [Kiel] Amsterdam, 1987. 64 Until my own compilation [note 5], there was scarcely any monograph or anthology processing Western and so-called Eastern Marxism in one corpus. As against the previous decades' clearly ideological attitudes in referring to the underlying authoritarian and totalitarian political scheme-mostly as "Communist" or "Soviet" in, e.g. Bodenheimer, E.: The Impasse of Soviet Legal Philosophy. Cornell Law Quarterly, 38 (1952) 
In Progression
The stressed discontinuity of the pre-Socialist past-and, in the Soviet Union, the total neglect of the academic accomplishments (in St. Petersburg, Kazan, Odessa, etc.) of the whole development of legal-theoretical thought in the Tsarist era prior to the Bolshevik revolution-with the offi cial negation of any connection (in terms of the history of ideas) to Western thought 65 seemed fi nally to come to an end. Following more than half a century of almost complete disinterest in both Roman law and the Western history of political and legal ideas, eventually the memory of the former civilisational achievementswith an aspiration to revive them-reappeared along with a sense of the continuity and scholarly cultivated preservation of the past across various historical eras. 66 This had already begun through analysis of its issues within their own environment 67 as well as through publication of compendia synthesising the merits of past research that were worthy of continuation.
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Transition
Obviously, the more the motive forces of the one-time Communist political and ideological unifi cation, with its dictatorial superstructure's institutional fora of control, became shaken, the more diverse the conditions specifi c to the countries involved became. In the diversity thus emerging, the desiderata listed below have turned into a common prerequisite (although far from being fulfi lled everywhere in a balanced manner):
-in order to substantiate a brand-new start, one is expected to exert an ideological and political criticism of the Communism's anti-human tendencies, 69 while outlining the potentialities offered by the Rule of Law; 70 -in order that re-continuation of the broken past can be considered at all, it is necessary to survey the historical preliminaries to recent ideas 71 and institutions; in the context of the above;
